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Art Unit: 3694 

DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Claims 

1 . This action is in reply to the amendment filed on March 30, 2009. Claims 9-14, 24- 
27 and 29 are pending and examined below. Claims 9, 24 and 29 are amended. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed March 30, 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's arguments that Daly fails to teach "a check 
authorization system", Park teaches a Check Verification System that corresponds to "a 
check authorization system" (see Fig. 1 ). The applicant further argues that Daly fails to 
teach identifying check issuers in a desired location, and the examiner's respectfully 
disagrees because "a desired location" corresponds the checks need to be "local" in 
Daly's teaching. The phrase "local checks" means the bank/check issuer is at local 
area (see column 1 line 46 of Daly), and it does not refer to the person who presenting 
the check is from the local area. 

In response the applicant's arguments that the check verification system in Park 
is not a check authorization system, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Although Park 
uses different phrase to name a system, the check verification system performs the 
functions as the check authorization system as claimed. Furthermore, based on the 
applicant's amendment, the examiner has adjusted the claim interpretation: check 
verification system in Park obtains identifier from a check issuer, which the check issuer 
corresponds to the payment system in Park (see If 40, 132). Thus, Park teaches the 
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claimed limitation "the check authorization obtaining, from two or more check issuers, 
identifiers for checking accounts associated with the two or more check issuers". 

In response the applicant's arguments that Daly fails to teach creating record or 
adding information to a database, the Primary reference Park teaches gathering 
information to a database (Fig. 10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 9-10, 12, 24-25, 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Park et al., US 2003/0225708 A1 in view of Daly et al., US 
5,878,141. 

As to claim 9, Park teaches a method of compiling a computer-accessible 
repository of check issuer location information for use in check transaction risk 
assessment, the method comprising (^ 131-132, 139 and Figs. 1,10; specifically, 
"computer-accessible repository" corresponds to the database 210 in Park's teaching): 

• a check authorization system identifying two or more check issuers fljl 31 , 
134 and Fig. 10; "check authorization system" corresponds to the Check 
Verification System in Park's teaching) 

• the check authorization system obtaining, from two or more check issuers, 
identifiers for checking accounts associated with the check issuers (H 40, 132; 
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"two more check issuers" correspond to the Payment System, and "identifiers" 
correspond to the critical payment information in Park's teaching; note that 
"identifiers" is non-functional descriptive material and bears no patentable 
weight - see MPEP 2106.01 and 2106.02); and 
• a check authorization system compiling on a computer-accessible storage 
medium a repository of records, wherein a record comprises information to 
identify the associated check issuer's checking account flj 131-137, 139 and 
Figs. 1,8, 10). 

Park does not specifically teach the check authorization system identifying check 
issuers in a desired geographical location , and the record related to the check 
comprising a check issuer name and associated check issuer's location . However, Daly 
teaches a merchant accept checks only from local area (column 1 lines 34-36; notes: 
the check issuer name is inherent on the check). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the check 
authorization system in Park's teaching to include the features of identifying check 
issuer in a desired geographical location (e.g. local checks), and the record related to 
the check comprising a check issuer name and associated check issuer's location 
taught by Daly for better assess the risk for the check transaction and prevent negative 
check disposition. 

As to claims 10 and 12, identifying check issuers within a desired proximity of a 
check-cashing entity, or identifying check issuers in a desired geographical location 
comprises identifying check issuers from any geographical location are taught by Park 
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modified by Daly as only local checks are accepted by the merchant (Daly: column 1 
liens 34-36 and see claim 1 above for motivation of combine the teachings). 

Claims 24-25, 27 and 29 are in parallel with the limitations in claims 9-10 and 12; 
thus, they are rejected for the same rationale. 

5. Claims 1 1 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Park et al., US 2003/0225708 A1 in view of Daly et al., US 5,878,141 , and in further 
view of Official Notice. 

As to claim 1 1 , Park modified by Daly teaches identifying check issuers within a 
desired region as discussed in claims 9-10 and 12 above. Park modified by Daly does 
not specifically teach the desired region defined by at least one of the set consisting of: 
zip code, city, county, state, telephone area code, and Metropolitan Statistical Area. 
The examiner takes Official Notice that is common knowledge that a desired region can 
be defined in such manner. For example, a merchant accept local checks, where the 
local checks mean the in-state checks only. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the desired region 
defined by at least one of the set consisting of: zip code, city, county, state, telephone 
area code, and Metropolitan Statistical Area for better prevent negative check 
disposition. 

Claim 26 is rejected for the same rationale as claim 1 1 . 

6. Claims 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Park 
et al., US 2003/0225708 A1 in view of Daly et al., US 5,878,141, and in further view of 
Robinson, US 6,957,770 B1. 
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As to claim 13, Park modified by Daly teaches a repository of records for check 
information (Park: Figs. 9a-10). Park modified by Daly teaches does not specifically 
teach in response to receiving a request to cash a check for which the repository of 
records does not hold associated check issuer information, requesting from a check- 
cashing entity that is processing the request, information about at least one of: a check 
issuer name, a check issuer bank account identification, and check issuer location 
information; and adding check issuer information received from the check-cashing entity 
to the repository. However, the matters are taught by Robinson as a central database 
for storing check cashing information related to the consumer; and if the consumer 
information is not enrolled in the database, a registered merchant can enroll the 
consumer upon supplying the check cashing related information (column 5 lines 13-39). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to allow the teaching of Park modified by Daly to add new records of check 
cashing information in the repository taught by Robinson so that the repository can 
providing better risk assessment for future check cashing transactions. 

As to claim 14, Park teaches requesting information from a check-cashing entity 
comprises displaying a prompt to an operator of a point-of-sale device at the check- 
cashing entity to input the requested information fl[ 127-130). 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARY CHEUNG whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
6705. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 10:00 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached on (571) 272-6712. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceedings 
is assigned are as follows: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (Official Communications; including After Final 
Communications labeled "BOX AF") 
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/Mary Cheung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3694 
June 12, 2009 



